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The truth of the matter is that being

the Secretary of Defense for Bill Clin-
ton was no easy task, especially in the
first days of his administration. Presi-
dent Clinton wanted to end the ban on
gays in the military, envisioned turn-
ing American troops over to the United
Nations, cutting defense, and commit-
ting U.S. forces to various humani-
tarian and peacekeeping operation. As
the man charged with implementing
these policy objectives, Les had an up-
hill struggle from the time he stepped
foot in the Pentagon. Given all the ob-
stacles placed before him, Les did a
commendable job of working for the
defense of the United States.

Mr. President, Les Aspin was a man
who was pleased to be able to serve his
Nation and he worked hard in each en-
deavor he undertook. Some say his zeal
for work is what killed him, but I pre-
fer to think that he gave his heart for
his Nation. We all appreciate the sac-
rifices and contributions that he made
during his life and he will be missed by
all those who knew him.
f

WAS CONGRESS IRRESPONSIBLE?
THE VOTERS HAVE SAID YES

Mr. HELMS. Mr. President, on the
evening I learned I had been elected to
the Senate in 1972, one of the commit-
ments I made to myself was that I
would never fail to see a young person
or a group of young people who wanted
to see me. It was certainly beneficial to
me that I did because I have been in-
spired by the estimated 60,000 young
people with whom I have visited during
the nearly 33 years I have been in the
Senate.

Most of them have been concerned
about the magnitude of the Federal
debt that Congress has run up for the
coming generations to pay. The young
people and I always discuss the fact
that under the Constitution, no Presi-
dent can spend even a dime of Federal
money that has not first been author-
ized and appropriated by both the
House and Senate of the United States.

That is why I have been making
these daily reports to the Senate since
February 22, 1992. I want to make it a
matter of record precisely the size of
the Federal debt which as of Wednes-
day, June 7, stood at $4,902,043,504,916.54
or $18,608.24 on a per capita basis.

What Congress has already done to
future generations is immoral.
f

COMMENCEMENT ADDRESS BY
PRESIDENT HAVAL AT HARVARD
UNIVERSITY
Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, ear-

lier today, President Vaclav Havel of
the Czech Republic received an honor-
ary degree from Harvard and delivered
the commencement address.

President Havel’s address is an elo-
quent analysis of the human condition
in our diverse, interdependent and in-
creasingly technological world, where
the greatest achievements of humanity
can also lead to the greatest destruc-

tion. He speaks especially of the re-
sponsibility of politicians and the mass
media to enhance respect for individ-
uals and for other peoples, other na-
tions, and other cultures, so that the
discoveries of the modern age will be
able to serve humanity, no destroy it.
As he states, ‘‘Our conscience must
catch up to our reason, otherwise we
are lost.’’

I believe that President Havel’s elo-
quent and thoughtful address will be of
interest to all of us in Congress, and I
ask unanimous consent that the pre-
pared text of the address may be print-
ed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the address
was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

ADDRESS BY VÁCLAV HAVEL

Mr. President, Mr. Vice-President, ladies
and gentlemen. One evening not long ago I
was sitting in an outdoor restaurant by the
water. My chair was almost identical to the
chairs they have in restaurants by the
Vltava River in Prague. They were playing
the same rock music they play in most Czech
restaurants. I saw advertisements I’m famil-
iar with back home. Above all, I was sur-
rounded by young people who were similarly
dressed, who drank familiar-looking drinks,
and who behaved as casually as their con-
temporaries in Prague. Only their complex-
ion and their facial features were different—
for I was in Singapore.

I sat there thinking about this and again—
for the umpteenth time—I realized an almost
banal truth: that we now live in a single
global civilization. The identity of this civ-
ilization does not lie merely in similar forms
of dress, or similar drinks, or in the constant
buzz of the same commercial music all
around the world, or even in international
advertising. It lies in something deeper:
thanks to the modern idea of constant
progress, with its inherent expansionism,
and to the rapid evolution of science that
comes directly from it, our planet has, for
the first time in the long history of the
human race, been covered in the space of a
very few decades by a single civilization—
one that is essentially technological. The
world is now enmeshed in webs of tele-
communication networks consisting of mil-
lions of tiny threads or capillaries that not
only transmit information of all kinds at
lightning speed, but also convey integrated
models of social, political and economic be-
havior. They are conduits for legal norms, as
well as for billions and billions of dollars,
crisscrossing the world while remaining in-
visible even to those who deal directly with
them. The life of the human race is com-
pletely interconnected not only in the infor-
mational sense, but in the causal sense as
well. Anecdotically, I could illustrate this by
reminding you—since I’ve already mentioned
Singapore—that today all it takes is a single
shady transaction initiated by a single devi-
ous bank clerk in Singapore to bring down a
bank on the other side of the world. Thanks
to the accomplishments of this civilization,
practically all of us know what cheques,
bonds, bills of exchange, and stocks are. We
are familiar with CNN and Chernobyl, and
we know who the Rolling Stones, or Nelson
Mandela, or Salman Rushdie are. More than
that, the capillaries that have so radically
integrated this civilization also convey in-
formation about certain modes of human co-
existence that have proven their worth, like
democracy, respect for human rights, the
rule of law, the laws of the market-place.
Such information flows around the world

and, in varying degrees, takes root in dif-
ferent places.

In modern times this global civilization
emerged in the territory occupied by Euro-
pean and ultimately by Euro-American cul-
ture. Historically, it evolved from a com-
bination of traditions—classical, Judaic and
Christian. In theory, at least, it gives people
not only the capacity for worldwide commu-
nication, but also a coordinated means of de-
fending themselves against many common
dangers. It can also, in an unprecedented
way, make our life on this earth easier and
open up to us hitherto unexplored horizons
in our knowledge of ourselves and the world
we live in.

And yet there is something not quite right
about it.

Allow me to use this ceremonial gathering
for a brief meditation on a subject which I
have dwelt upon a great deal, and which I
often bring up on occasions resembling this
one. I want to focus today on the source of
the dangers that threaten humanity in spite
of this global civilization, and often directly
because of it. Above all, I would like to
speak about the ways in which these dangers
can be confronted.

Many of the great problems we face today,
as far as I understand them, have their ori-
gin in the fact that this global civilization,
though in evidence everywhere, is no more
than a thin veneer over the sum total of
human awareness, if I may put it that way.
This civilization is immensely fresh, young,
new, and fragile, and the human spirit has
accepted it with dizzying alacrity, without
itself changing in any essential way. Human-
ity has evolved over long millennia in all
manner of civilizations and cultures that
gradually, and in very diverse ways, shaped
our habits of mind, our relationship to the
world, our models of behaviour and the val-
ues we accept and recognize. In essence, this
new, single epidermis of world civilization
merely covers or conceals the immense vari-
ety of cultures, of peoples, of religious
worlds, of historical traditions and histori-
cally formed attitudes, all of which in a
sense lie ‘‘beneath’’ it. At the same time,
even as the veneer of world civilization ex-
pands, this ‘‘underside’’ of humanity, this
hidden dimension of it, demands more and
more clearly to be heard and to be granted a
right to life.

And thus, while the world as a whole in-
creasingly accepts the new habits of global
civilization, another contradictory process is
taking place: ancient traditions are reviving,
different religions and cultures are awaken-
ing to new ways of being, seeking new room
to exist, and struggling with growing fervour
to realize what is unique to them and what
makes them different from others. Ulti-
mately they seek to give their individuality
a political expression.

It is often said that in our time, every val-
ley cries out for its own independence or will
even fight for it. Many nations, or parts of
them at least, are struggling against modern
civilization or its main proponents for the
right to worship their ancient gods and obey
the ancient divine injunctions. They carry
on their struggle using weapons provided by
the very civilization they oppose. They em-
ploy radar, computers, lasers, nerve gases,
and perhaps, in the future, even nuclear
weapons—all products of the world they
challenge—to help defend their ancient her-
itage against the erosions of modern civiliza-
tion. In contrast with these technological in-
ventions, other products of this civiliza-
tion—like democracy or the idea of human
rights—are not accepted in many places in
the world because they are deemed to be hos-
tile to local traditions.

In other words: the Euro-American world
has equipped other parts of the globe with
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instruments that not only could effectively
destroy the enlightened values which, among
other things, made possible the invention of
precisely these instruments, but which could
well cripple the capacity of people to live to-
gether on this earth.

What follows from all of this?
It is my belief that this state of affairs

contains a clear challenge not only to the
Euro-American world but to our present-day
civilization as a whole. It is a challenge to
this civilization to start understanding itself
as a multicultural and a multipolar civiliza-
tion, whose meaning lies not in undermining
the individuality of different spheres of cul-
ture and civilization but in allowing them to
be more completely themselves. This will
only be possible, even conceivable, if we all
accept a basic code of mutual co-existence, a
kind of common minimum we can all share,
one that will enable us to go on living side
by side. Yet such a code won’t stand a chance
if it is merely the product of a few who then
proceed to force it on the rest. It must be an
expression of the authentic will of everyone,
growing out of the genuine spiritual roots
hidden beneath the skin of our common,
global civilization. If it is merely dissemi-
nated through the capillaries of this skin,
the way Coca-cola ads are—as a commodity
offered by some to others—such a code can
hardly be expected to take hold in any pro-
found or universal way.

But is humanity capable of such an under-
taking? Is it not a hopelessly utopian idea?
Haven’t we so lost control of our destiny
that we are condemned to gradual extinction
in ever harsher high-tech clashes between
cultures, because of our fatal inability to co-
operate in the face of impending catas-
trophes, be they ecological, social, or demo-
graphic, or of dangers generated by the state
of our civilization as such?

I don’t know.
But I have not lost hope.
I have not lost hope because I am per-

suaded again and again that, lying dormant
in the deepest roots of most, if not all, cul-
tures there is an essential similarity, some-
thing that could be made—if the will to do so
existed—a genuinely unifying starting point
for that new code of human co-existence that
would be firmly anchored in the great diver-
sity of human traditions.

Don’t we find somewhere in the founda-
tions of most religions and cultures, though
they may take a thousand and one distinct
forms, common elements such as respect for
what transcends us, whether we mean the
mystery of Being, or a moral order that
stands above us; certain imperatives that
come to us from heaven, or from nature, or
from our own hearts; a belief that our deeds
will live after us; respect for our neighbours,
for our families, for certain natural authori-
ties; respect for human dignity and for na-
ture: a sense of solidarity and benevolence
towards guests who come with good inten-
tions?

Isn’t the common, ancient origin or human
roots of our diverse spiritualities, each of
which is merely another kind of human un-
derstanding of the same reality, the thing
that can genuinely bring people of different
cultures together?

And aren’t the basic commandments of
this archetypal spirituality in harmony with
what even an unreligious person—without
knowing exactly why—may consider proper
and meaningful?

Naturally, I am not suggesting that mod-
ern people be compelled to worship ancient
deities and accept rituals they have long
since abandoned. I am suggesting something
quite different: we must come to understand
the deep mutual connection or kinship be-
tween the various forms of our spirituality.
We must recollect our original spiritual and

moral substance, which grew out of the same
essential experience of humanity. I believe
that this is the only way to achieve a genu-
ine renewal of our sense of responsibility for
ourselves and for the world. And at the same
time, it is the only way to achieve a deeper
understanding among cultures that will en-
able them to work together in a truly ecu-
menical way to create a new order for the
world.

The veneer of global civilization that en-
velops the modern world and the conscious-
ness of humanity, as we all know, has a dual
nature, bringing into question, at every step
of the way, the very values it is based upon,
or which it propagates. The thousands of
marvelous achievements of this civilization
that work for us so well and enrich us can
equally impoverish, diminish, and destroy
our lives, and frequently do. Instead of serv-
ing people, many of these creations enslave
them. Instead of helping people to develop
their identities, they take them away. Al-
most every invention or discovery—from the
splitting of the atom and the discovery of
DNA to television and the computer—can be
turned against us and used to our detriment.
How much easier it is today than it was dur-
ing the First World War to destroy an entire
metropolis in a single air-raid. And how
much easier would it be today, in the era of
television, for a madman like Hitler or Sta-
lin to pervert the spirit of a whole nation.
When have people ever had the power we now
possess to alter the climate of the planet or
deplete its mineral resources or the wealth
of its fauna and flora in the space of a few
short decades? And how much more destruc-
tive potential do terrorists have at their dis-
posal today than at the beginning of this
century?

In our era, it would seem that one part of
the human brain, the rational part which has
made all these morally neutral discoveries,
has undergone exceptional development,
while the other part, which should be alert
to ensure that these discoveries really serve
humanity and will not destroy it, has lagged
behind catastrophically.

Yes, regardless of where I begin my think-
ing about the problems facing our civiliza-
tion, I always return to the theme of human
responsibility, which seems incapable of
keeping pace with civilization and prevent-
ing it from turning against the human race.
It’s as though the world has simply become
too much for us to deal with.

There is no way back. Only a dreamer can
believe that the solution lies in curtailing
the progress of civilization in some way or
other. The main task in the coming era is
something else: a radical renewal of our
sense of responsibility. Our conscience must
catch up to our reason, otherwise we are
lost.

It is my profound belief that there is only
one way to achieve this: we must divest our-
selves of our egotistical anthropocentrism,
our habit of seeing ourselves as masters of
the universe who can do whatever occurs to
us. We must discover a new respect for what
transcends us: for the universe, for the earth,
for nature, for life, and for reality. Our re-
spect for other people, for other nations, and
for other cultures, can only grow from a
humble respect for the cosmic order and
from an awareness that we are a part of it,
that we share in it and that nothing of what
we do is lost, but rather becomes part of the
eternal memory of Being, where it is judged.

A better alternative for the future of hu-
manity, therefore, clearly lies in imbuing
our civilization with a spiritual dimension.
It’s not just a matter of understanding its
multicultural nature and finding inspiration
for the creation of a new world order in the
common roots of all cultures. It is also es-
sential that the Euro-American cultural

sphere—the one which created this civiliza-
tion and taught humanity its destructive
pride—now return to its own spiritual roots
and become an example to the rest of the
world in the search for a new humility.

General observations of this type are cer-
tainly not difficult to make, nor are they
new or revolutionary. Modern people are
masters at describing the crises and the mis-
ery of the world which we shape, and for
which we are responsible. We are much less
adept at putting things right.

So what specifically is to be done?
I do not believe in some universal key or

panacea. I am not an advocate of what Karl
Popper called ‘‘holistic social engineering’’,
particularly because I had to live most of my
adult life in circumstances that resulted
from an attempt to create a holistic Marxist
utopia. I know more than enough, therefore,
about efforts of this kind.

This does not relieve me, however, of the
responsibility to think of ways to make the
world better.

It will certainly not be easy to awaken in
people a new sense of responsibility for the
world, an ability to conduct themselves as if
they were to live on this earth forever, and
to be held answerable for its condition one
day. Who knows how many horrific cata-
clysms humanity may have to go through
before such a sense of responsibility is gen-
erally accepted. But this does not mean that
those who wish to work for it cannot begin
at once. It is a great task for teachers, edu-
cators, intellectuals, the clergy, artists, en-
trepreneurs, journalists, people active in all
forms of public life.

Above all it is a task for politicians.
Even in the most democratic of conditions,

politicians have immense influence, perhaps
more than they themselves realize. This in-
fluence does not lie in their actual mandates,
which in any case are considerably limited.
It lies in something else: in the spontaneous
impact their charisma has on the public.

The main task of the present generation of
politicians is not, I think, to ingratiate
themselves with the public through the deci-
sions they take or their smiles on television.
It is not to go on winning elections and en-
suring themselves a place in the sun till the
end of their days. Their role is, something
quite different: to assume their share of re-
sponsibility for the long-range prospects of
our world and thus to set an example for the
public in whose sight they work. Their re-
sponsibility is to think ahead boldly, not to
fear the disfavor of the crowd, to imbue their
actions with a spiritual dimension (which of
course is not the same thing as ostentatious
attendance at religious services), to explain
again and again—both to the public and to
their colleagues—that politics must do far
more than reflect the interests of particular
groups or lobbies. After all, politics is a mat-
ter of serving the community, which means
that it is morality in practice. And how bet-
ter to serve the community and practice mo-
rality than by seeking in the midst of the
global (and globally threatened) civilization
their own global political responsibility:
that is, their responsibility for the very sur-
vival of the human race?

I don’t believe that a politician who sets
out on this risky path will inevitably jeop-
ardize his or her political survival. This is a
wrongheaded notion which assumes that the
citizen is a fool and that political success de-
pends on playing to this folly. That is not
the way it is. A conscience slumbers in every
human being, something divine. And that is
what we have to put our trust in.

Ladies and gentlemen,
I find myself at perhaps the most famous

university in the most powerful country in
the world. With your permission, I will say a
few words on the subject of the politics of a
great power.
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It is obvious that those who have the

greatest power and influence also bear the
greatest responsibility. Like it or not, the
United States of America now bears probably
the greatest responsibility for the direction
our world will take. The United States,
therefore, should reflect most deeply on
their responsibility.

Isolationism has never paid off for the
United States. Had it entered the First
World War earlier, perhaps it would not have
had to pay with anything like the casualties
it actually incurred.

The same is true of the Second World War.
When Hitler was getting ready to invade
Czechoslovakia, and in so doing finally ex-
pose the lack of courage on the part of the
western democracies, your President wrote a
letter to the Czechoslovak President implor-
ing him to come to some agreement with
Hitler. Had he not deceived himself and the
whole world into believing that an agree-
ment could be made with this madman, had
he instead shown a few teeth, perhaps the
Second World War need not have happened,
and tens of thousands of young Americans
need not have died fighting in it.

Likewise, just before the end of that war,
had your President, who was otherwise an
outstanding man, said a clear ‘‘no’’ to Sta-
lin’s decision to divide the world, perhaps
the Cold War, which cost the United States
hundreds of billions of dollars, need not have
happened either.

I beg you: do not repeat these mistakes!
You yourselves have always paid a heavy
price for them! There is simply no escaping
the responsibility you have as the most pow-
erful country in the world.

There is far more at stake here than sim-
ply standing up to those who would like once
again to divide the world into spheres of in-
terest, or subjugate others who are different
from them, and weaker. What is now at
stake is saving the human race. In other
words, it’s a question of what I’ve already
talked about: of understanding modern civ-
ilization as a multicultural and multipolar
civilization, of turning our attention to the
original spiritual sources of human culture
and above all, of our own culture, of drawing
from these sources the strength for a coura-
geous and magnanimous creation of a new
order for the world.

Not long ago I was at a gala dinner to
mark an important anniversary. There were
fifty Heads of State present, perhaps more,
who came to honor the heroes and victims of
the greatest war in human history. This was
not a political conference, but the kind of so-
cial event that is meant principally to show
hospitality and respect to the invited guests.
When the seating plan was given out, I dis-
covered to my surprise that those sitting at
the table next to mine were not identified
simply as representatives of a particular
state, as was the case with all the other ta-
bles; they were referred to as ‘‘permanent
members of the UN Security Council and the
G7’’ I had mixed feelings about this. On the
one hand, I thought how marvelous that the
richest and most powerful of this world see
each other often and even at this dinner, can
talk informally and get to know each other
better. On the other hand, a slight chill went
down my spine, for I could not help observ-
ing that one table had been singled out as
being special and particularly important. It
was a table for the big powers. Somewhat
perversely, I began to imagine that the peo-
ple sitting at it were, along with their Rus-
sian caviar, dividing the rest of us up among
themselves, without asking our opinion. Per-
haps all this is merely the whimsy of a
former and perhaps future playwright. But I
wanted to express it here. For one simple
reason: to emphazise the terrible gap that
exists between the responsibility of the great

powers and their hubirs. The architect of
that seating arrangement—I should think it
was none of the attending Presidents—was
not guided by a sense of responsibility for
the world, but by the banal pride of the pow-
erful.

But pride is precisely what will lead the
world to hell. I am suggesting an alternative:
humbly accepting our responsibility for the
world.

There is one great opportunity in the mat-
ter of co-existence between nations and
spheres of civilization, culture and religion
that should be grasped and exploited to the
limit. This is the appearance of supra-
national or regional communities. By now,
there are many such communities in the
world, with diverse characteristics and dif-
fering degrees of integration. I believe in
this approach. I believe in the importance of
organisms that lie somewhere between na-
tion states and a world community, orga-
nisms that can be an important medium of
global communication and co-operation. I
believe that this trend towards integration
in a world where—as I’ve said—every valley
longs for independence, must be given the
greatest possible support. These organisms,
however, must not be an expression of inte-
gration merely for the sake of integration.
They must be one of the many instruments
enabling each region, each nation, to be both
itself and capable of co-operation with oth-
ers. That is, they must be one of the instru-
ments enabling countries and peoples who
are close to each other geographically, eth-
nically, culturally and economically and
who have common security interests, to
form associations and better communicate
with each other and with the rest of the
world. At the same time, all such regional
communities must rid themselves of fear
that other like communities are directed
against them. Regional groupings in areas
that have common traditions and a common
political culture ought to be a natural part
of the complex political architecture of the
world. Co-operation between such regions
ought to be a natural component of co-oper-
ation on a world-wide scale. As long as the
broadening of NATO membership to include
countries who feel culturally and politically
a part of the region the Alliance was created
to defend is seen by Russia, for example, as
an anti-Russian undertaking, it will be a
sign that Russia has not yet understood the
challenge of this era.

The most important world organization is
the United Nations. I think that the fiftieth
anniversary of its birth could be an occasion
to reflect on how to infuse it with a new
ethos, a new strength, and a new meaning,
and make it the truly most important arena
of good co-operation among all cultures that
make up our planetary civilization.

But neither the strengthening of regional
structures nor the strengthening of the UN
will save the world if both processes are not
informed by that renewed spiritual charge
which I see as the only hope that the human
race will survive another millennium.

I have touched on what I think politicians
should do.

There is, however, one more force that has
at least as much, if not more, influence on
the general state of mind as politicians do.

That force is the mass media.
Only when fate sent me into the realm of

high politics did I become fully aware of the
media’s double-edged power. Their dual im-
pact is not a specialty of the media. It is
merely a part, or an expression of the dual
nature of today’s civilization of which I have
already spoken.

Thanks to television the whole world dis-
covered, in the course of an evening, that
there is a country called Rwanda where peo-
ple are suffering beyond belief. Thanks to

television it is possible to do at least a little
to help those who are suffering. Thanks to
television the whole world, in the course of a
few seconds, was shocked and horrified about
what happened in Oklahoma City and, at the
same time, understood it as a great warning
for all. Thanks to television the whole world
knows that there exists an internationally
recognized country called Bosnia and
Herzegovina and that from the moment it
recognized this country, the international
community has tried unsuccessfully to di-
vide it into grotesque mini-states according
to the wishes of warlords who have never
been recognized by anyone as anyone’s le-
gitimate representatives.

That is the wonderful side of today’s mass
media, or rather, of those who gather the
news. Humanity’s thanks belong to all those
courageous reporters who voluntarily risk
their lives wherever something evil is hap-
pening, in order to arouse the conscience of
the world.

There is, however, another, less wonderful,
aspect of television, one that merely revels
in the horrors of the world or, unforgivably,
makes them commonplace, or compels poli-
ticians to become first of all television stars.
But where is it written that someone who is
good on television is necessarily also a good
politician? I never fail to be astonished at
how much I am at the mercy of television di-
rectors and editors, at hoe my public image
depends far more on them than it does on
myself, at how important it is to smile ap-
propriately on television, or choose the right
tie, at how television forces me to express
my thoughts as sparely as possible, in witti-
cisms, slogans or sound bites, at how easily
my television image can be made to seem
different from the real me. I am astonished
by this and at the same time, I fear it serves
no good purpose. I know politicians who have
learned to see themselves only as the tele-
vision camera does. Television has thus ex-
propriated their personalities, and made
them into something like television shadows
of their former selves. I sometimes wonder
whether they even sleep in a way that will
look good on television.

I am not outraged with television or the
press for distorting what I say, or ignoring
it, or editing me to appear like some strange
monster. I am not angry with the media
when I see that a politician’s rise or fall
often depends more on them than on the pol-
itician concerned. What interests me is
something else: the responsibility of those
who have the mass media in their hands.
They too bear responsibility for the world,
and for the future of humanity. Just as the
splitting of the atom can immensely enrich
humanity in a thousand and one ways and,
at the same time, can also threaten it with
destruction, so television can have both good
and evil consequences. Quickly, sugges-
tively, and to an unprecedented degree, it
can disseminate the spirit of understanding,
humanity, human solidarity and spiritual-
ity, or it can stupefy whole nations and con-
tinents. And just as our use of atomic energy
depends solely on our sense of responsibility,
so the proper use of television’s power to
enter practically every household and every
human mind depends on our sense of respon-
sibility as well.

Whether our world is to be saved from ev-
erything that threatens it today depends
above all on whether human beings come to
their senses, whether they understand the
degree of their responsibility and discover a
new relationship to the very miracle of
Being. The world is in the hands of us all.
And yet some have a greater influence on its
fate than others. The more influence a per-
son has—be they politician or television an-
nouncer—the greater the demands placed on
their sense of responsibility and the less
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they should think merely about personal in-
terests.

Ladies and gentlemen, in conclusion, allow
me a brief personal remark. I was born in
Prague and I lived there for decades without
being allowed to study properly or visit
other countries. Nevertheless, my mother
never abandoned one of her secret and quite
extravagant dreams: that one day I would
study at Harvard. Fate did not permit me to
fulfill her dream. But something else hap-
pened, something that would never have oc-
curred even to my mother. I have received a
doctoral degree at Harvard without even
having to study here.

More than that, I have been given to see
Singapore, and countless other exotic places.
I have been given to understand how small
this world is and how it torments itself with
countless things it need not torment itself
with if people could find within themselves a
little more courage, a little more hope, a lit-
tle more responsibility, a little more mutual
understanding and love.

I don’t know whether my mother is look-
ing down at me from heaven, but if she is I
can guess what she’s probably thinking:
she’s thinking that I’m sticking my nose
into matters that only people who have prop-
erly studied political science at Harvard
have the right to stick their noses into.

I hope that you don’t think so.
Thank you for your attention.

f

MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE

At 2:33 p.m., a message from the
House of Representatives, delivered by
Mr. Hays, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House has passed the
following bills, in which it requests the
concurrence of the Senate:

H.R. 535. An act to direct the Secretary of
the Interior to convey the Corning National
Fish Hatchery to the State of Arkansas.

H.R. 584. An act to direct the Secretary of
the Interior to convey a fish hatchery to the
State of Iowa.

H.R. 614. An act to direct the Secretary of
the Interior to convey to the State of Min-
nesota the New London National Fish Hatch-
ery production facility.

The message also announced that
House disagrees to the amendment of
the Senate to the resolution (H. Con.
Res. 67) setting forth the congressional
budget for the United States Govern-
ment for fiscal years 1996, 1997, 1998,
1999, 2000, 2001, and 2002, and agrees to
the conference asked by the Senate on
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses
thereon; and appoints Mr. KASICH, Mr.
HOBSON, Mr. WALKER, Mr. KOLBE, Mr.
SHAYS, Mr. HERGER, Mr. ALLARD, Mr.
FRANKS of New Jersey, Mr. LARGENT,
Mrs. MYRICK, Mr. PARKER, Mr. SABO,
Mr. STENHOLM, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr.
COYNE, Mr. MOLLOHAN, Mr. COSTELLO,
Mr. JOHNSTON of Florida, and Mrs.
MINK of Hawaii as the managers of the
conference on the part of the House.

The message further announced that
pursuant to the provisions of section
194(a) of title 14, United States Code,
the Speaker appoints as members of
the Board of Visitors to the United
States Coast Guard Academy the fol-
lowing Members on the part of the
House: Mrs. JOHNSON of Connecticut
and Mr. GEJDENSON.

MEASURES REFERRED

The following bills were read the first
and second times by unanimous con-
sent and referred as indicated:

H.R. 535. An act to direct the Secretary of
the Interior to convey the Corning National
Fish Hatchery to the State of Arkansas; to
the Committee on Environment and Public
Works.

H.R. 584. An act to direct the Secretary of
the Interior to convey a fish hatchery to the
State of Iowa; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works.

H.R. 614. An act to direct the Secretary of
the Interior to convey to the State of Min-
nesota the New London National Fish Hatch-
ery production facility; to the Committee on
Environment and Public Works.

f

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

The following petitions and memori-
als were laid before the Senate and
were referred or ordered to lie on the
table as indicated:

POM–167. A concurrent resolution adopted
by the Legislature of the State of California;
ordered to lie on the table.
‘‘ASSEMBLY CONCURRENT RESOLUTION NO. 25
‘‘Whereas, every three hours one person in

the United State dies while awaiting organ
transplantation, and in 1994, 3,098 persons
died while awaiting transplants because too
few families agreed to give the ‘Gift of Life’
by consenting to organ donation on behalf of
their deceased loved ones; and

‘‘Whereas, in addition to solid organs,
transplants can be performed using tissues
such as heart valves for cardiac patients,
corneas for patients with corneal blindness,
skin for patients with critical burns who re-
quire skin grafts, and bone and cartilage for
reconstructive or rehabilitative orthopedic
transplants; and

‘‘Whereas, more than 18,000 organ trans-
plants were performed in the United States
in 1994, of which 2,400 were performed in Cali-
fornia; and

‘‘Whereas, the national waiting list of pa-
tients in need of solid organ transplants now
exceeds 38,000 men, women, and children; and

‘‘Whereas, more than 400,000 tissue trans-
plants were performed in the United States
in 1994, of which more than 40,000 were per-
formed in California, most of which were
skin, bone, tendon, and cartilage allografts;
and

‘‘Whereas, at any given time the number of
patients in the United States waiting to re-
ceive tissue transplants exceeds 10,000 men,
women, and children; and

‘‘Whereas, more than 41,000 corneal trans-
plants were performed in the United States
in 1994, of which 4,736 were performed in Cali-
fornia; and

‘‘Whereas, the national waiting list of pa-
tients in need of corneal transplants exceeds
6,000 men, women, and children; and

‘‘Whereas, evidence about a person’s will-
ingness to be an organ and tissue donor, even
in the form of a signed Organ Donor Declara-
tion on a California driver’s license under
the Uniform Anatomical Gift Act, often can
be outweighed when families elect not to
consent to donation; and

‘‘Whereas, in 1994, more than 2,400 Califor-
nia families gave the ‘Gift of Life’ to criti-
cally ill people in California, across the
United States, and even in other countries,
by consenting to the prompt recovery of or-
gans and tissues on behalf of their deceased
family members, even during their time of
grief and bereavement; and

‘‘Whereas, one California family, the fam-
ily of the late Nicholas Green of Bodega Bay,

has received international recognition for
their altruistic decision to donate Nicholas’
organs and tissues to desperately ill children
and adults in Italy, where Nicholas trag-
ically perished in October 1994, at the age of
seven; and

‘‘Whereas, in California there is a need for
increased education and awareness about the
supply and demand for organ and tissue do-
nation so that patients, families, and their
physicians can speak openly about organ and
tissue donation, participate in family discus-
sions, prepare Advance Directives stipulat-
ing their wishes regarding organ and tissue
donation, and recognize that organ and tis-
sue donation is a lifesaving memorial tribute
to deceased loved ones. Now, therefore, be it

‘‘Resolved by the Assembly of the State of
California, the Senate thereof concurring, That
the Legislature hereby proclaims Monday,
April 17, 1995, as California Donor Family
Recognition Day to coincide with National
Organ and Tissue Donor Awareness Week
from April 16, 1995 through April 22, 1995, so
that the citizens of California may be made
aware of the need for organ and tissue dona-
tion and the opportunity that organ and tis-
sue donation offers as a lifesaving memorial
tribute to deceased loved ones; and be it fur-
ther

‘‘Resolved, That the Chief Clerk of the As-
sembly transmit copies of this resolution to
the Governor of the State of California, to
the President and Vice President of the Unit-
ed States, to each Senator and Representa-
tive from California in the Congress of the
United States, to the Secretary of Health
and Human Services, and to the Director of
the United Network for Organ Sharing, ad-
vising them of the special recognition af-
forded by the Legislature to those families
who have given the ‘Gift of Life.’ ’’

POM–168. A resolution adopted by the Sen-
ate of the Legislature of the State of Geor-
gia; ordered to lie on the table.

‘‘A RESOLUTION

‘‘Whereas, the State of Georgia and other
states have a constitutional provision that
prohibits its legislative body from creating a
budget deficit in its appropriations process;
and

‘‘Whereas, the State of Georgia has various
constitutional and statutory constraints rel-
ative to debt financing which require the
state to maintain a very tight credit strat-
egy; and

‘‘Whereas, the economic welfare of the
United States and its citizens depends on a
stable dollar and a sound economy; and

‘‘Whereas, the federal budget deficit has
had a deleterious impact on the nation’s fi-
nancial health and has impeded severely in-
vestment productivity and growth; and

‘‘Whereas, the members of the United
States House of Representatives cast a vote
of overwhelming support for a balanced
budget amendment to the federal Constitu-
tion; and

‘‘Whereas, the Georgia General Assembly
has supported an amendment requiring a bal-
anced federal budget for many years, having
specifically applied to the United States
Congress to call a convention for the purpose
of proposing such an amendment in 1976:
Now, therefore, be it

‘‘Resolved by the Senate That the members
of this body urge the United States Senate
to adopt the balanced budget amendment
and applaud the United States House of Rep-
resentatives for overwhelmingly supporting
the proposed amendment; Be it further

‘‘Resolved by the Senate That the Secretary
of the Senate is authorized and directed to
transmit an appropriate copy of this resolu-
tion to the Secretary of the Senate of the
United States Congress, the Clerk of the
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